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The Applicants submit that they are all reputed mental health professionals dealing with a diversity of mental health issues which they have come across in their practice. As psychologists, psychiatrists and reputed academics in the field of mental health, However the Applicants was deeply distressed to note the protests which followed the judgement of the Delhi High Court.
21.
That the range of arguments raised in the Special Leave petitions challenging the judgment of the High Court of Delhi can be summarized as follows:
a. Homosexuality is a disease that is curable.
b. That consenting sexual acts between two adult members of the same sex in private is a 'perversion of sex' therefore it has to be construed as unnatural sex.
c. That AIDS is a punishment for "unnatural" sexual acts.
d. Homosexuality may lead to uncontrolled paranoid delusions.
e. That homosexuality is akin to rape, murder, drug addiction.
f. That as a result of the judgment, more and more people will become homosexual.
g. The judgement will cause "value disorientation" and torment children.
h. The judgment, in decriminalising homosexuality will cause an increase in cases of child sexual abuse.
22.
The Petitioner in particular repeatedly canvassed the viewpoint that homosexuality is unnatural and that homosexuality was akin to a perversion, paranoid delusion and to rape and murder. The thread running through the argument of the petitioner is the supposed unnatural status of homosexuality and hence its grave threat to society. The Applicants respectfully submit that this viewpoint is based on any scientific evidence. The Applicants submit that it is incorrect to link homosexuality to a perversion, paranoid delusion or to rape and murder. It is submitted that the scientific consensus among the mental health profession is that homosexuality per se is not a mental disorder but rather only a normal variant of human sexuality.
23.
It is submitted that it is incorrect to visualise homosexuality as LGBT persons the right to form intimate attachments. By denying
LGBT persons as a class the very possibility of forming intimate attachments with others of the same sex, the state violates the mandate of equality. 
39.
The Applicants submit that Section 377 IPC by criminalizing homosexual acts has a chilling effect on the free speech and expression of LGBT persons. The shadow of criminality cast by Section 377 curtails a free and frank discussion on issues of sexuality, which enables people to publicly own their identity.
Whereas, wearing religious symbols or other markers of one"s identity is a public expression something that is essential to one"s identity and is protected by the law, Section 377 IPC does not allow sexual minorities to openly express their sexuality, an aspect that is intrinsic to whom they are, and is hence in violation of their right to expression. The Applicants submit that the consequence of the culture of silence fostered by Section 377 IPC is on the mental well being of LGBT persons.
40.
The Applicants further submit that since the issue of decriminalisation has becomes so deeply controversial with the expression of so many conflicting and varying subjective opinions, it is necessary to come to a conclusion based upon objective scientific "…We think that the questions raised in the Writ Petition involve participation from the general public so as to have a view point, which varies to a great extent."
A true copy of this order is annexed herewith and marked as Annexure K.
42.
That the Applicants are both necessary and proper parties to this petition.
43.
That no prejudice will be caused to the parties if the Applicants are permitted to implead in this matter and are arrayed as respondents. On the other hand, if the Applicants are not allowed to implead themselves as parties to the present petition, irreparable harm will be caused as the Applicants will not be able to present objective, scientific facts, with regard to homosexuality before this 
PRAYER
In the premises it is most respectfully prayed that this Hon"ble Court may be pleased to:
a. Implead the Applicants abovenamed as Respondents in the present Petition;
b.
Pass such other and further orders as this Hon"ble Court may deem fit and proper.
